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Site Form with control
numbers aBBignecl ]:y the
S.C. Department of
Axchives and History.

Site Evaluation

Archaaologioal
sites will be evaluated for
further work based on
the eligi]:ility criteria for
the National Register of
Historio Places.
Chicora Foundation
only proviclee an opinion
of National Register
eligibility and the final
determination is made
]:»y the State Historic
Preservation Officer at

the South Carolina Figure 12. Example of corridor cut through pine and second growth forest.

s

Department of Archives
and History.

The criteria for eligiloi]j{:y to the National
Register of Historic Places is described lay 36CFR60.4,

which states:

characteristics of a type, periocl, or
method of construction or that
represent the work of a master, or

26

the quality of significance in
American  history, architecture,

. archaeology, engineering, and

culture is present in districts, sites,
]:)uild.i.ngs, structures, and o]Jjects
that possess integrity of locaﬁon,
r},eaign, setting, matexiala,
workmanship, feeling, and

association, an

a. that are associated with events
that have made a signiﬁcant
contribution to the broad patterns
of our ]:u'frtory; or

b. that are associated with the lives

of persons signi{icant in our past;
ar

c. that em]:)ocly the distinctive

that Ppossess lngl: artistic valuee., or
that represent a signjfica.nt and
distinguishable  entity  whose
components may lack individual
tlisﬁnlcﬁon; or

d. that have yielcled., or may be
Iilzely to yiel&, information
important in prehistory or history.

National Register Bulletin 36 (Towmsend et al.
1993) provides an evaluative process that contains five
steps for forming a c]ea.r]y defined explicit rationale for
either the site's eligihility or lack of eligibility. Briefly,
these steps are:

# identification of the site’s data sets
or categories of archaeological
information such as ceramics, litl-u'cs,
subsistence remains, architectural
remains, or sub-surface features ;




METHODS

relatively litile refersnce
to other documentation
and where typicaﬂy on.ly
one gite is Leing
considered. As a result,
some agpects of the
evaluative process have
heen summarizecl, but
we have tried to focus on
each a.rc]naeological site's
) a})i]ity to address
signiﬁcant research
topics within the context
of its available data sets.

For architectural
sites the evaluative
procees was somewhat
different. Civen the
relatively limited
architectural data

® identification of the historic
context applical:le to the site,
provi&ing a framework for the

evaluative process;

» identification of the important
research questions the site mig}nt be
able to aclclress, given the data sels
and the context;

»  cvaluation of the site's
archaeological integrity to ensure
that the data sets were Bu{:ﬁoiently
well Preservecl to address the research
questions; and

® identification of important research
questions among all of those which
miglnt he asked and answered at the
site.

This approach, of course, has been clevelope&
for use documenting e]igilaili‘cy of sites being actuauy
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places
where the evaluative process must stand alone, with

available for most of the
properties, we have
focused on evaluating these sites using National
Register Criterion C, focmaing on the site's “distinctive
characteristics.” Key to this concept is the issue of
integrity. This means that the property needs to have
retained, essentially intact, ils physical identity from the
historic perio&.

Particular attention would be given to the
integrity of design, Wor]?:manship, and materials. Design
includes the organization of space, proportion, scale,
tecllnology, ornamentation, a.ncl materals. As National
Register Bulletin 36 observes, “Recognizability of a
property, or the al:tility of a property to convey its
sign.iﬁcance, d.epencls 1argely upon the &egree to which
the design of the property is intact” (T ownsend et al.
1993:18). Wonkmans}:ﬁp is evidence of the artisan's
labor and skill and can apply to either the entire
property or to speciﬁc features of the property. Fiuaﬂy,
materials — the physical items used on and in the
property — are “of paramount importance under
Criterion (" (Townsend et al. 1993:10), Integrity here
is reflected lny maintenance of the original material and
avoidance of replﬁcemant materials.
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La]:oratorv Analvsis

The c]eaning and analysis of artifacts was
conducted in Columbia at the Chicora Foundation
laboratories. These materials have heen ca’ra.logued and
accessioned for curation at the South Carolina
Institute of Archacology and Anthropology, the closest
regional repository. The site forms for the identified
archaeological sites have been filed with the South
Carolina Institute of A_rcha.eology and Ant]nropology.
Field notes and photograpl'lic materials have been
pxepare& for curation using archival standards and will
be transferred to that agency as soon as the project is
complete. Analysis of the collections followed
professionaﬂy a.ccepl:ecl standards with a level of
intensity suitable to the quantity and quality' of the

remains.
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RESULTS

Introduction

The intensive shovel testing and pedestrian
survey identified eig}:d: a.rchaeological sites and two
isolated occurrences along the 12.7 mile corridor
(Figure 14-17). Seven of these sites contain historic
components, whils three contain prei:listoric
components. Both of the isolated finds are of
pre]:u'storic material. None are recommended e]igil:le for
inclusion on the National Registex of Historic Places.
No standing architectural structures wero identified on,
or acljaoent to, the corridor.

Identified Arc]:meoloéical Sites

38WG147

Site 38WG 147 is a light surface scatter of
historic artifacts centered at station 8+00 on the survey
corridor (Figure 18), in the southeast corner of an
agrioultural field about 50 feet north of 8-142 {Sims
Reach/Millwood Road). The central UTM coordinates
are £611450 N3720330 and the elevation is about
160 feet AMSL. The topography in this area is very
level, with the nearest water source, Boggy Swamp,
situated ahout 2,000 feet to the southeast. The edge of
the cultivated field is situated about 150 feet to the east
and the near_]:!y woods are pn'.marily mixed hardwoods
with a relatively dense unJ.erstory of herbaceous
vegetation.

The site was initia,lly identified cluring the
peclestrian survey of the {-ield, which had been recen’cly
plowed and offered excellent surface mllnlity The site

was found to represent a very sparse scatter of materials,

contained within an area of 50 by 50 feet. A series of -

five shovel tests were excavated in a cruciform pattern in
the center of the concentration, but no subsurface

remains were encountered.

The soil profiles all revealed 2 plowzone of
about 0.7 foot of grayish brown (10YRS/2) loamy sand

laying on a pale brown (10YR6/3) loamy sand. This, in
turn, overlaid a yellowish brown (10YR5/8) sandy clay
at about 1.0 foot. Shovel tests were terminated at about

1.5 feet. These soils are consistent with Nohoco loamy
fine sands. . :

The recovered surface materials indude two

undecorated whiteware ceramics, four {‘ragments of clear
container gla.ss, one ﬁagmen’c of manganese container
gla.ss, and a single Prel-u'storic specimen —— a rhyo]ite
biface Eragrnent (Figure 1G). The historic materials
offer relaﬁvel‘y little ternporal control. The manganese
colored (or “sun colored amethyst")glass suggests a date
from the last quarter of the nineteenth century until
about the fst quarter of the twentieth century (Jones
and Sullivan 1985:13). Neither the 1923 Postal Route
Map of Williamsburg County nor the 1939 Generel
Highway and Transportation Map shows any historic
structures at this location. While the shape and ﬂalaing
pattern on the single preListoric specimen suggests an
Axchaio time period, it must be considered non-
cliagnosl:ic. -

'The historic materials recovered at 38WG147
may reprefent a very small historic site or may as easﬂy
xepresent secondary &epos'rta. The prehistoric specimen,
if found }Jy itseE, would be considered an isolated find
and lileely attributed to a single event or episode which

took pIa.ce on the swamp margin.

The data sets present at this site are very
limited. Only nine items were recovered from the
Bul{ace, in spite of excellent surface v131131.].1ty No
materials were recovered from any of the shovel tests,
nor was there any evidence of structural remains, such
as brick. While there are 2 nmumber of pertinent research
questions that late nineteenth and early twentieth
century historic sites can acIclress, such research
questions would require a much broader range of data
sets then we have found at this site. For example, to
explore gite JEum:"cim:l, it would necessary for the site to
yield more artifacta, fea’cures, and material suitable for
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Figure 19. Biface recovered from 38WG147.

dating. It is also necessary for the site to exhibit, at the
very least, some c].egtee of intra-site patterning, perhaps
concentrations of nails or other construction hardware
reflected in surface collections or shovel teglingd density.
None of these data scts necessary are present. It seems
very unli]:eely that the site has the a]:u]:t‘cy to provic].e the
data sets necessary to address these questions. The site
appears not On.l'y very superﬁcial, yielding {ew artifacts
on the surface, but also appears to have heen in’censively
Plowed, further reducing the Po’tential to recover in situ

remains,

As a resu.lt, we recommend the site as not
e}.igi]:tle for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places and recommend no further management
activities.

38W(G148

This site was first encountered in Shovel Test
4 at station 11 +00 on the survey centerline. The site
is situated about 25 feet east of a dirt road leading to
several farm buildings and about 50 feet north of S-142
(Sims Reach or Millwood Road). The central UTM
coordinates are E611500 N3720310.

The topograpl'xy in the site area is level and the
elevation is about 160 feet AMSL. The nearest natural

water source is Boggy Swamp, about 1,800 feet to the
southeast. This is an area of mixed pine and hardwoods
with dense un&ers‘]:ory scrub vegetation, pro}:la.lbly
resull'ing from previous logging.

The material inttially found in ST 4 consisted
of three undecorated whiteware ceramics. Because
vegetation in this area was so dense, we chose to place
shovel tests at 50 foot intervalﬁ, rather than 25 feet.
Tests to the east, west, and south were all negative, The
test 50 feet to the north of 8T 4, however, revealed a
fragment of blue container glass, three fragments of
clear container gla.sa, and one rim fragment of a metal
can. At that point a pedestria.n survey of the dirt road
was undertaken. No additional materials were iclen’ti.ni.'le&,
but we did ohserve a farm complex, in cL'Japidatecl
conclif:ion, several hundred feet to the north of the
survey corridor.  It's possible that the remains
encountered in the corriclor, covering an area of about

50 by 75 feet, are part of this complex to the north.

No tempo:auy diﬂgﬂOStiG materials were
recovered from the shovel tests, although the blue gla.ss
appears consistent with commercial procluc‘cs t—ypical of
the mid-twentieth century.

The shovel tests revealed abowut 0.8 feet of dazk
grayiﬂ}l _]:»rown (10YR44/2) loam representing a plowzone
overlying an additional 0.2 feet of gra.ymh brown
(10YR5/2) loam. Below this is a gray (10YR5/1) clay,
with the shovel tests terminated at between 1.1 and 1.3

feet. The s0ils in these shovel teste are consistent with
Coxville loams.

This site appears to be a very amall scatter of
relaﬁvely recent material. Shovel tests failed to iclentify
any materials to the south, east, or west and in the two
positive tests materials were not dense. No architectural
remaing were encountered and no features were
identified. There are no structures identified at this
location on either the 1923 Postal Route Map {or
Williamsburg County or the 1939 highway map. It
seems unl]leely that the very limited data sets present at
this site have the Poten’rial to address any signiﬁcan’c
research questions appropriate for early twentieth
century farmsteads in the project region.

As a result, this site is recommended not
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eligi};le for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places. No additional management activities
are recommended, pencli_ng the review and concurrence
of the State Historic Preservation Office.

38WG149

This site is situated about 150 feet south of S-
142 (Sims Reach or Millwood Road) at station
169+40 on the project corridor (Figure 21). The
central UTM coordinates are E615500 N3718320
and the site is found on an inland terrace with an

elevation of 195 feet AMSL. The closest natura) water

source j8 an unnamed tributary to the Black River, -

about 600 feet to the southwest. The topography is
level, with a very slight slope to the south.

’ This site was first encountered in a dirt access

road while wall;a.ng between shovel tests. The dirt raad
cut hetween two fallow fields, each oﬁering about 50%
visﬂvility — not encrugl'l to c]is]_:ense with shovel testing,
but enoug}\ to pmvic].e another means of estimating site
dimensions. The woods to the northwest and southeast
are mixed pine and hardwood an&, as men’cionecl, the
elevation d.tops alig]:ltly to the south and Boutheas’c, 30

the soils become somewhat less well drained,

To the northeast of the site area there is a
co].]apsed barn, evidenced ]Jy some remaining wood
framing and ahea’ching, as well as mangled tin roofing.
The 1939 highway map reveals two tenant houses in
tl’ﬁs genera,l area, alt]:lough none are S]‘.’town on 1:1'1&:
current USGS ’copograp]:n'c map.

When both shovel tests 70 and 71 (spaced 100
{cet apart) were negative, an additional test was placed
miclway between them. In a&&iﬁon, two tests were
excavated at rigl—lt angles, on the edges of the corridor.
These tests were also negdative, The materials collected
from the surface include two undecorated whiteware
ceramics, two blue sponge tlecorata:l wl]itewares, two
clear container glass ﬁagments, and one fragment of
window glass. These materials were apreacl out over an

area measuring about 50 by 50 feet.

The shovel tests revealed a profile of plowecl
grayish brown (10YR5/2) loamy sand to a depth of
about 0.8 {oot, followed l)y a pate brown (10YR6/3)

sand to a cleptll of 1.2 feet. Below was a ye].lowis]:i brown
{(10YR5/8) sandy clay representing the subsoil, at which
point the shovel tests were backfilled. This profj'le is
consistent with other Noboco soils found in the project
vicinity.

The remains are consistent with a twentieth
century d.sposrt and ]i]::ely are associated with the tenant
occupation shown on the 1939 map of the area. Since
no architectural remains were encountered, it is li.lzely
that the settlement was actuauy further to the
norl:heast, per}laps around the barn remnants, in an
area of high grass aud very low visibility. Regardless, no

other remains were encountered on the survey corridor,

The data sets at this site are limited to
domestic reluse, pet‘l’laps in a secondary context. There
are no features and no evidence of structural remains.
The area where artifacts were recovered has heen
Jamagecl by the road, as well as cultivation. It is u.nlllaely
that the site, based on the portion we have heen able to
examine, i8 capal:le of addxessing Bigniﬁcant research
questions. Ava result, we recommend the site as not
eIigiHB for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places. No further management activities
appear necessary, pending the concurrence of the lead
federal agenay and the State Historic Preservation
Officer.

38WG150

Site 38WG150 is situated at station 204+50
on the power]j_ne corridor about 0.4 mile soutll of 8-
142, (Sims Reach or Millwood Road). The central UTM
coordinates are B616210 N3717550 and the site is
found in a fallow field with about 20% surface msjblllty
The field has an elevation of about 195 feet AMSL and

the nearest natural water source is an inland swamp

about 1,500 feet to the southwest.

The site was initially encountered in ST 102,
which producecl one &agmentecl of melted aqua g]ass
and one ﬁagment of melted clear gla.ss. Additional
shovel tests were placec]. at 25 feet northwest hack
toward ST 101, as well as at 25 intervals toward the
corridor margins. Two of these additional seven shovel
tests were positive (Figure 22). The shovel test 25 feet
southeast of ST 101 produced two fragments of clear
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container glass, while the shovel test 50 feet to the
southeast produced a single Bristol slip stoneware. No
materials were encountered on the surface and the
remainder of the shovel tests were all negative,

The shovel testing in this area reveals a proﬁle
of about 0.9 foot of plowed dark graywl: brown
(10YR4/2) sand overlying a distinct pale yellow
(ZSYRY/AIJ) sand Eru].'Jaoil. In some shovel tests plowsca.ts
were visible. Fxcavation typica]jy extended into this
subsoil about 0.2 to 0.5 foot before the test was
terminated. This soil proﬁle is consistent with the

Bonneau Series.

Although the 1939 highway map reveals
several tenant structures along Sims Reach Road, the
location of this site seems too far south to represent any
of these structures. In addition, the absence of any
architectural remains suggests that this scatter may
represent a secondary trash deposit.

Regart:].less, the site’s data sets are very aparse.
Artifacts are limited to kitchen remains and on.ly three
of the nine shovel tests in the vicinity were positive. As
men‘cionecl, there is no indication of architectural
features, such as brick or roo{ing tin. It seems u:nlilaely
that the remains encountered cen address any
substantive research questions appropriate for late
nineteenth or early twentieth century tenancy in South
Carolina. In addition, site integrity is poor, there ]:»eing

evidence of extensive plowing.

As a result, no additional management
activities are proposecl for this site, which we
recommend as not e]igi]:le for inclusion on the National

Register of Historic Places.
38WG151

Site 38WG151 is situated in the gwamp area
of the Black River at station 322400, a.ljout 2,000
{eet southwest of S-142 {Sims Reach or Millwood
Road). The central UTM coordinates are E618920
N3715200.

The site consists of a {‘a.lrly dense scatter of
prellis’coric and historic materials on a low sand ridge

overlooking an inland swamp, The elevation is about 80

40

feet AMSL and the closest natural water source is the
inland swamp, ahout 200 feet to the northwest. The
area has been logge& and exl:ensivaly ljuﬂclozecl, l].lzely in
preparation for rep}anﬁng. Remnant vegetation congists
of scrub lqardwoocl, while the earlier vegetation appears
to have been primarily plantecl pine with some mixed
hardwoods in the und.erstory. This practice of clear
cutting and buﬂdozmg seems to he common in this
portion of the state where erosion is somewhat less of a
concern that in the upstate.

Because of the good surface visibility in this
area and the genera]ly low BGilB, shovel testing was }Jeing
conducted at 200 foot intervals. The site was im'tia]}y
discovered, as surface material, wa.umng from Shovel
Test 126 (which was negative) to Shovel Test 127
(wlnc]:l was also negative). A serien of 10 additional
shovel tests wers conducted in the vicinity of the surface
remaing — ol:l.ly one of thesc tests (Figure 23) was
posaitive. All of the tests revealed a relaﬁvely thin A
horizon of very dark gra.ymll brown (10YR3/2) sand
overlying the subsoil, a dark vellowish browm (10YR4/4)
sand at a deptll of about 0.7 foot. The A horizon soils
were thoroughly mixed, containing ﬁagmen’cs of ljar]z,
iree branches and other debris. This soil prome is
genera.uy consistent with the Chipley Series.

The preListoﬁc surface remains from this site
include one orl:lloquarl;zite IJi{ace, 33 or&}loquartzi‘te
flakes, one Pee Dee Complica’ce& S’ca.mped shar&, five
small (i.e., under I-inch in r:]iams‘ter) sherds, and four
ﬁagments of baked clay ol:)jects. "The worked stone and
flakes are not temporally diagnostic, although the Pee
Dee sherd is characteristic of the Mississippian Period,
about A.D. 1400. The baked clay‘olrjec’cs, in contrast,
are far more typical of the Late Archaic or Early
Woodland periods, often Leing found associated with
Stallings, Thom's Creek, or Refuge pottery. These
remains suggests that the bluff edge was used by a
variety of different groups, from at least 1,000 B.C.
through A.D. 1400. } was likely a good place to lie in

wait for game f:l:equenting the neaxlay swamp ed.ge.

The historic remains recovered from the
surface include two f::agment of undecorated wjniteware,
three &agmenl:s of tinted glazecl whiteware, one Bristol
slip stoneware, one blue container glass fragment, 10

&agmen’ts of brown glass (several of which appear to be
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Figure 23. Map and shovel test profile for 38WQ151.
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alcohol bottles), one intact clear glass hottle, and 24
clear container glass &agmeuts. The one positive shovel
test (25 feet southwest of ST 126) included two

fragments of clear container gla.ss.

Based on the surface distribution, we estimate
that the site measures about 100 feet northwest-
southeast by about 60 feet northeast-southwest,

The prehistoric component of this site includes
a variety of materials — pottery, lithica, and baked clay
olz:jects — E.l'[‘.l’lmlgl'l tl'ley also appear to represent several
distinct and w-idely separatecl temporal svents. No
pre]listoric materials were recovered from the shovel
testing. If the site exhihited greater integrity — if the
logging had not been so severe and had so many debris
from the Ioggi_ng bheen found in the shovel tests — we
would be included to recommend a&diﬁonal, more
intengive testing of the site atea to determine if
remnants of one or more of the preln'ﬂ'toric camps mig]nt
be found. However, as it is, we doubt that the site
possecages cither the data sets or the integrity to eddress
significau’f research questions,

The historic component, like several others
identified du.rmg this survey, appears o be isolated —
1a,c1ang any indication of architectural remains. Per_haps
the BULVEY corridor i 80 narrow that the more
substantive architectural components are elu:]ing ua. Or
perhaps tenant sites have heen so aggressive[y eliminated
from the 1andsca.pe that no ]Jrlcli, tin, or nails remain.
Both seem unlilze.ly. It seems mote Iileely that we are
encountering a variety of aeconda.ry refuse deposits —
placefrwlnere trash was &aposi’ced sligh’cly away from the
actual house site. Regard.lesa, we do not believe that this
pite contains the data sets necessary to address
substantive research questions. In aclcli’cion, the site
integrity has been serioualy compromisecl ]Jy the logging

operatious.

As a reBult, neither component appears to
possess either the data sets or the integrity necessary for
further research. We recommend this site as not eligible
for inclusion on the National Register of Historic
Places. No additional management activities are

recom.men&scl, pemling concurrence of the lead federal
agency and the State Historic Preservation Officer.

42

38WG152

Site 38W(G 152 is situated about 500 feet east
of 8-30 and about 800 feet south of the Black River.
The remains were encountered at station 400+00 and
the central UTM coordinates are E629090
N3713200. The site is situated on a riclge overloolaing
the Black River swamp at an elevation of about 150 feet
AMSL. The topogtaplly is generauy leve[, but tends to
slope to the north and east. Vegetation to the northwest
consists of p].ante& pines. To the south there iz an open
area of grass and pasture, where several trailers are
situated. To the east there is & mixed pine and hardwood
forest.

The site was iniﬁaﬂy encountered in Shovel
Test 156, which produced a single orthoquartzite flake.
A series of seven addition shovel tests were excavated in
the area, with only one (25 feet northwest of Shovel
Test 156) being positive. That test yielded another
or’cl:oquar‘tzite {lake.

These positive teats prornpted a surface survey,
focuﬂing on the area alig]:d'ly upl:ju; to the west, where
an area of piantecl pines had been cut and the area
bulldozed. This open area proclucecl three additional
ori:}loquartzite flakes and one small (uncle‘r l—inch)
prehistoric sherd. Unfor‘cunately, the bulk of the A
horizon soils from this openerl area had been bulldozed
into a pﬂe, so it is lﬂzel‘y that most of the site materials
have been s‘crippec]. from the site area.

Where intact soils were encounterecl, the
shovel tests revealed about 0.8 foct of brown (10YR5/3)
A horizon sands overlying a yellowish brown (10YRS5/8)
clay loam subsoil. These soils are consistent with the
Emporia Series.

T]'u'.s gite, Bihlated on the swamp margin,
suggests that the area was ]Jei.ng used &uring the
Woodland Periorl, prol)aLly fora llun'ting camp or other
limited use function. Had the area not been so lleavi]y
impa.c’cecl ljy clearing and grul:l:)ing, we would have
recommended some additional alose interval testing to
determine if intact cleposits m.ight be located. However,
it appears that the site's integrity has been too heavﬂy
impacl:e& to warrant any additional investigation.
Consequentl‘y, we recommend the site as not eligible for
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Figure 24. Map and shovel test prof‘ile for 38WG152.
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inclusion on the National Register. No additional
management activities appear necessary, pencling the
concurrence of the lead federal agency and the State

Historic Preservation Officer.

38WG153

Site 38W(G153 is situated about 800 feet
north of US 521. The central UTM coordinates are
E619950 N3711610. The site consists of the ruins of
a frame house with a stan&ing chimney {Figure 25). Tt
was encountered in the process of loohing for the staked
corridor and we eventuauy discovered that the
arcl‘laeologica] site is situated about 100 to 150 feet
west of the proposec‘ c_orriclor, roughly perpendicular to

station 459+50 (Figure 26)

corridor no shovel testing was conducted. However, we
did make a small gralj collection of materials around the
structure, inc]ucling two fragments of undecorated
Whiteware, one green transfer printed Whiteware, two
lr-ra.gments of blue transfer printecl whiteware, one
fra.gment of brown container glass, one fragment of
green container glass, one fragment of ligl'lt green glass,
three fragmen’cs of milk glass, four fragments of clear
container glass, nine fragments of window g[ass, one
leather shoe sole {-ragment, and one glass marble. These
remains are suggestive of an early twentieth century site.
The 1938 highway map reveals a structure at this
loca‘l:ion. Moreover, it is sl'lown not as a tenant house,

but as an owner's. The site, l'xowevet, is no ionger

present by 1990 when the USGS map was pro&ucecl.

This site has

been disturbed l)y recent
bunclozing, ait}loug}n it
isn't certain whether it
was to

Iemove some

parts of the structure
(unlileely

chimney is standing) or

since  the

per}laps to help contain
a forest fire, evidence of

which is seen in the

burned over field.

Regarcliess, the
lJuHciozing has displaced
the foundation (which

consisted  of pourecl

concrete piers) and has
scattered much of the

structural remains. The

Figure 25. Site 38W(G153, view to the north-northwes

site area is now rutted

The site is situated on a level terrace at an
elevation of about 195 feet AMSI.. The closest natural
water sources are several small tributaries of the Black
River, none closer than about 4,500 feet of the
structure. The site is at the edge of a fallow {ield, only
about 40 feet from the dirt farm road. To the northwest

and west of the site is an area of plantecl pines.
Since the site was not found within the survey
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and there is stancling

water in some areas.

[t is lilzely that this site would have been
worthy of additional testing to further evaluate its
significance, prior to the Bulldozing. We now doubt,
however, that the integrity 1is sufficient to warrant
additional investigations, Althoug]'l no shovel testing
was conducted at this site, we do not believe that it is
eligi.ble for inclusion on the National Register. We also
note that the site is not within the proposed corridor, so
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we are recornmenc]ing no additional management
activities.

38WG154

Site 38W(G154 is situated about 1,400 feet
west of S5-81 at station 615+00. The central UTM
coordinates are H618560 N3706980. The closest
natural water source is Gumtree Branch, about 200
feet to the northwest. The site, in an area })emg tested
by shovel tests at 200 foot intervals because of the
low, wet soils, was iniﬁa]ly discovered ]Dy the presence
of a small brick pile. Alt]nough neither of the shovel
tests at the 200 {oot interval points revealed a:tifacisl,
a series of Eigllt additional shovel tests were excavated at
25 foot intervals in the vicinity of the brick rubble
(Figure 27).

These additional shovel tests revealed a diffuse
scatter of historic materials (Tn]:le 2), which appear to
date prima.n'.ly from the twentieth century (tl:lere are no
clearly nineteenth century remains present). The shovel
tests revealed about 0.5 foot of ligh’c yeuowish brown
(10YR6/4) sand overlying a ye]lowia]l brown (10YR5/6)
olay. These proﬁles are characteristic of the Hornsville
soils, Lnown to be present in the site area. The
vegetation consists of primri:ly pine with some mixed
hardwoods. COUPIEC]. with the soil pro£i1e (W’Itll little
organic matter in the remnant A ]:Lorizon), it appears
h}zely that this area has been cultivated in the past, but
has been turned over to loggi_ng.

The site dimensions are estimated to be about
50 hy % J[‘eet, based on the shovel test data. Other than
the one brick p'i.le, no other surface evidence of the site
was found fie., there were no piera or tin Ioo£'u:lg, there
was no remnant wood framing).

The 1939 hig]nway map does reveal the
presence of at least three tenant structures in this area
(none of which are still shown on the 1990 USGS
iopographic map). It seems ]dlaely that 38WG164
represents one of these tenant Jwe”ings, with the brick
pi.le per]:aps representing the remains of a cl'limney fall.

Al’fhougl-l there are several data sets present
(ceramics, glass, and the brick pile), others that migl-ﬂ:
suggest the site is intact (puch as roofing and in situ
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Table 2.

Artifacts Recovered from 38 WG 154
Provenience AN BEW (lr glass _Bric]a
N50E100 1 1 1 1
N75E100 1 1
NS0E125 1 1
N25E100 9 1

WW = whi’ceware, m&ecora’cecl; BEW = burnt refined

earthenware; Clr glass = clear container glass

piexs) are missing. Moreover, the area has been turned
over to the cultivation of pines, suggesting that whatever
m.igl-rl: have been there was la.rgel'y &iﬂplacecl or removed.
'This is consistent with the soil prolc_ile.

Asa result, we do not believe that the site can
address signj.‘Eicant research questions and we
recommend it as not eligi]:le for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. No additional
management activities are recommencle&, pen&ing
congurrence by the lead federal agency aud the State
Historic Preservation Officer.

38W300 - Isolated Find 1

A single Deptiord Cord Marked sherd was
recovered on the surface of a nclge erlge overloolzing an
inland swamp. The central UTM coordinates are
E616760 N3717040 and the site is situated at station
228470 in the survey corridor (Figures 28 and 29).
The area has an elevation of about 130 feet AMSL and
the Ih:npcugrtaq;ﬁny slopw to the northwest, toward an
inland swamp, about 1,000 fect distant. In spite of the
elevation and the distance to the gwamp, the soils in this
area were wa‘cerlogged at the time of the survey, with
ruts }lolding water and shovel tests consistently difficult

to screen. As a result shovel testing was at 200 foot
intervals.

The area ]IlELB been ]Jea.vily loggecl and the
vegetation wes grass, laram}sles, and gorub hardwoods.
There were a number of bulldozed piles of wood debris
and the identified site was situated just northwest of one
such pile.
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Figure 29. Site 38WG00 - Tsolated Find 1, loo}nng to the northwest.

ona sa.ncly bluff adjacent
to an inland BWamp area,
The central UTM
l' coordinates are B620250
N3712600 and the
point was recovered about
15 fest from station
419+00 on the survey
corridor (Figure 31). The
elevation is about 160
feet AMSL and this site
is within 25 feet of the

swamp margin.

The recovered
item  was a Small
Savannah River

Stemmed projecl:ile .
point. The item, flaked

from r]:yolite, measures

A series of five shovel tests were placecl around
the initial find at 25-foot intervals. All were negdative.
The soils in this area, characteristic of the Eunola
Series, consisted of 0.4 foot of dark gray (10YR4/1)
sand filled with bark and other wood debris, crver}ying a
light yellowish brown (10YR6/4) sand to a depth of
ahout 0.9 foct. Below, to the terminal c{epth of the
shovel tests at about 1.3 faet, was a pale brovm
(10YRZ/3) sand. Additional pedestrian survey was
conducted in the vicinity of the origi_ual cliscovery, but
no additional remains could be found. It is li}.aely that
the ]:m.ucloz:.ng which exposecl this sherd cles'l‘royecl other
evidence of the site.

This site does not possess the data sets to make
any substantive contribution to our unclers’tancling of
Woodland occupation on swarmp margins. As a result,
we recommend it not e]igi.ble for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. No further
management activity is recommenc].ecl, Pending the
concurrence of the lead federal agency and the State
Historic Preservation Officer.

38WGO00 - Isolated Find 2,

This isolated find of a Projec’tile point (Figure
30) was also identified as a remult of logging disturbance

4.7 cm in length, 2.3 em
in width, and 0.8 em in
thickmess.

Shovel tests up to the ec].ge of the swamp were at
100 foot intervals, but the nearest shovel test, about 70
feet to the south, was negative. The point was collected
from the sutface and a series of five additional shovel tests
were excavated in a cruciform pattern. All were negative.

Soils in the area are consistent with the Emporia Series
and exhibit ahout

0.4 foot of brown _ 1 2
(10YR5/3) and | [ mmm
over_ly'iug a subsoil cm

of yeﬂowish brown R
(10YR5/8) clay.

This site
i8 recommended as
not e]igi]:ple for
inclusion on the
National Register
and no additional
management
activities are
recommended.

Figure 30, Small Savannah Rives
Stemnmed point.
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SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study involved the examination of a 12.7
mile corridor for Central Electric Power Coopﬂraﬁve
running from the north side of the Black River, west of
Boggy Swamp sou’cheaa‘\:erly to the community of Trio
on the south side of the Black River. The proposed
corridor, 75 feet in width, is intended for the placement
of single Poles, typicaﬂy about 40 to 50 feet in ]Jeiglrlz.
Asa result, the PIOPO'EGCI uuclertalzi:ng is anticipa’ced to
have little visual intrusion.

We determined that there were no previous
arc]:la.eological sites identified in the study area and that
there had been no previous architectural suTveys in the
vicinity. Nor were there any National Register listed
sites in or acljacent to our sﬁ:ucly corridor.

Much of the corridor consists of wooded
parcels ancl, in {ad:, only approxim.ate]:y 0.9 mile was
sufficiently open and had sufficient surface visibility to
allow a pedesf:rian survey. Much of the corridor also
consists of poorly drained soils and slightly over 4.3
miles of the corridor consisted of tracts with sta.ncling
water or water logge& soils. About 7.2 miles of the
corridor were wooded, but auﬁicienl:ly clry to allow to
shovel testing, which was conducted at 100 foot
intervals on better drained soils and at 200 foot
intervals on the lower, wetter soila.

Qf the 10 recovered occurrences of cultural
remains, five are single component historic sites
(3BW(148, 38W(149, 38W(G150, 38W(GE153, and
38W(G154); one is a si.ugle component prellis’coric site
{38W(152); two are isolated occurrences of only
prehistoric material (38WG00-1 and 38W(G00-2); and
two exhibit both prehistoric and historic remains
(38W(147 and 38W(151).

These sites were evaluated for their potenﬁal to
address signiﬁcant research questions. Mauy were found
to consist of very small data sets, while others were
observed to have suffered extensive c].amage from
plowing or, more commonly, clear outting and

}Juﬂ&ozing. Asa resu.lt, we have recommended none of
the sites as eligible for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places. As such, no additional
management activities are recommen&ec]l at these sites ;
pending the review and concurrence l)y the lead federal
agenoy and the South Carolina State Historic
Preservation Office.

An examination of the corridor and arcas
inlme&iately acl]'acenf: to the corridor failed to reveal any
sta.nding historic structures that might be aligi]:}.e for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.

The prel‘liS'Eoric sites and occurrences (incluclecl
since t]ney were found in similar ecologica[ zones) are
sitnated on Noboco, Chipley, Emporia, and Euncla
soils. All, with the exception of the Chipley, are in
Capa]ni]if:y’ Class T or IL. .AH, i.ncluc]ing the Cln'pley soils,
are considered at least moclerafely well drained and
several are well drained. Tt seems that this limited survey
confirms the geasona.lble expectation that most
prehjstoric sites are to be found on better drained soils,
ﬁequenfly at the eclge of an inland awamp (prol}alJ}y to
take a&vantage of the ecotone).

The historic sites are found on No}Joco,
Coxville, Bonnean, Chipley, Eunola, and Hornsville
zoils. With the exception of the Cl'xipley and Coxville
soils, all are either Capability Class I or IL. In addition,
all except the Coxville soils are at least moclerately well
drained. Con.sequently, it appears that historic
set‘l:lement, at leas’t Lased on this limited stucly, was not
clramaticaﬂy affected ]Jy access to roads or even an effort
to avoid Procluctiw,' land. They, like the preluistoric sites,
tended to be situated on better (i.e., relatively dry) soils.
This may be reflected by occasional obaservations in the
historic records that point out land was availal;le, but
underutilized in the ‘county. It may be that there was no
pressure pusl'un.g tenant settlements to the poorer lands.
Al’camatively, it may he that the poorer lands were so
poorly drained that it was irnprac‘tical to have tenants
live in these areas.
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Ttis possﬂale that archaeological remains may
be encountered in the corridor clur'mg maintenance
activities. As always, the cleveloperrs contractors should
be advised to report any discoveries of concentrations of
artifacts (such as bottles, ceramics, or projectile points)
or brick rubble to the project engineer, who should in
turn report the material to the Historic Charleston
Founclation, or Chicora Foundation. No further land
altering activities should take pla.ce in the vicinity of
these cliscoverie.:s until thay have been examined ljy an
archaeologist.
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